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Kehler, Kurt, Tower, Steven I &ect Group 14 RLCR - Tents 7 8 8 CDPHE Issues 

Dave, 
We have researched the issues you raised with the Group 14 RLCR, specfically the issues of the 
elevated hits on Tents 7 and 8 The following is informabon we have learned from our research 

Tent 7 

1 Page 139 (refer to number in lower left comer of the Attachment C, Hazards Assessment 
Report for Tents 7,8 and 9), shows an elevated point (#32,174 dpm/100cm2 alpha) on 
Tent 7, SW door The survey form indicates the SW door was posted as a tixed 
contamination area 
Page 141of the HAR shows three2more elevated points (#4 and #5,114 dpm1100cm2 
alpha each & #6, 174 dpmllOOm alpha ), on Tent 7 SW door The survey form also 
indicates the SW door was posted as a fixed contaminatmn area 
Page 143 of the HAR (14 days after the surveys that were performed on Page 139 and 
141) indicates that the SW door has decayed (refer to survey points #1 , 2 and 3), and all 
points are 4 0 0  dpm1100cm2 alpha The Note on the survey form indcates inttml 
elevated contaminatton was not DOE-enhanced radioactwe matenal 

2 

3 

Tent 8 

4 

5 

6 

Page 266 of the HAR shows elevated points (#23,108 dpmll OOcm2 alpha, and #24,228 
dpmll OOcm2 alpha) on Tent 8, SW door 
Page 268 of the HAR shows elevated qints (a, 228 dpm1100cm2 apha, #3,120 
dpm/100cm2 alpha, #MI 168 dpm/lOOcm alpha, #5,216 dpml100cm alpha, and #6,144 
dpm/lOOcmz alpha) on Tent 8. S and SW doors 
Page 274 of the HAR (approximately 3 days after the survey performed on Page 268) 
indicates that the doors have decayed (refer to survey points #16 and 17), and all points 
are 4 0 0  dpm/100cm2 alpha 

It should be noted that all elevated contaminabon found during the 1999 HAR was tixed 
contamination and not removable Recent discussions with the Tent Area Radiological Engineer 
have revealed that all fixed contaminabon sbckers have been removed from all tent panels and 
frames 

Addibonally, there exists an extended PRE for the release of damaged tent panels in the event 
the panels are damaged by the winds and need to be disposed The PRE explains that there is 
no contamination based on the tents’ process histones and histoncal removable and fixed 
contaminahon surveys There is sbll another recent survey of a set of damaged 904 pad tent 
panels that indicate no removable or fixed contaminatton Weekly removable surveys of the tent 
panels are performed, the surveys show no radioactwe contamnabon present The above survey 
data indicate that there is no fixed or removable contaminabon on the tent panels The 
documentation supports the RLCR conclusion that the elevated readings presented in the HAR 
are a result of naturally occurnng radioachvity and not from DOE-added matenal 

It should also be noted that the Group 14 RLCR does not glve any of the tents unrestricted free 
release status, rt only serves to classify the tents as Type 1 facilibes A complete Type 1 
RLC/PDS will sbll be required of the tents pnor to demo/sale 

I am going to make copies of the weekly tent surveys, the damaged panels survey, and the PRE 
for you and drop them off at your office for review Based upon the above informahon, we belreve 
the Group 14 RLCR adequately depicts the current radiological conditions and Typing of Tents 7, 



8 and 9 If the above informatron sttll does not address your issues, please send me another e- 
mail Thank you for your patience n receiving this response 

DUane Parsons 
RlSS Facility Charactematton Coordinator 
Phone 303-966-6458 
Pager 303-212-3734 
Fax 303-966-6678 
duane parsons@rFets gov 
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From: 
Sent 
To: steven tower@rF doe gov 
cc: 
Subject: 

Was ready to Okthe RLCR butthen I decided to look at the rad info, and to my disrnay, I could 
not find the spedfic info that supports the text which shows that the huh htts are not DOE added 
Found the one for Tent #9 but did not seethe resurveyfor7d 8 There appears to have been a 
resurvey perbrmd on 5-20-99, but the survey locabom are not well defined Can someone 
please provide me 
Tent 8 resuweyed the area of coneem 2 days after the mitialsunrey and appears to have found 
slmilar hgh levels 
I need tu get the specilic info that supports that the hb Idenbfied are not DOE added for Tents 7 
& 8  

David Kmchek [David Kruchek@state.co us] 
Thursday, January 10,2002 1 39 PM 

duane parsOns@rfets gw, kentdofr@rfets gov 
RLCR for Tents 7 and 8 

info descnMng the locabns that were resurveyed? 
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PROPERTY/WASTE RELEASE EVALUATION SIGNATURE REQUIREMENIS 

Rderrse Evaluation for Waste: 

AReleaseEvahrationforWaster~anarcLtuationandunresbnct edreleaseapprovalsignature. The 
& d o n  signature is by the ~adiological ~ngineer 
release @e., wey 
approval signature for a Release Evaluation fbr Waste hall be a RE authorized to provide Unrestricted release 
approval In addition, the evaluation and unrestricted release approval signatures shall not be the same RE 
The intent of this provision is to provide peer review of the evaluation and method of unmtricted release. It 
is important the RE take the peer review process seriously and not become a ''rubber stamp" for their fellow 
engineer 

provi* the metbods or criteria tbr unmstricted 
analytical r- no SUNql r e q w  e&) The UNeStticfed release 

Release Evaluation for Property: 

A Release Evaluation for Property requires an evaluation and unr&cted release approval signature For a 
Release Evaluation for Property, the evaluation and UMeSfrided release signature may be the same RE In the 
past, only one signature was required for property for h c h  a RE could provide an unrestricted release on the 
basis of process knowledgehistory 

Releme Evaluation for Samples: 

Samples are any waste or material that is being shipped to an off-site facihty for analysis Samples that may 
be provided with an unrestrided release using process laaowfedge/hisory or standard contamination survey 
techniques may be authorized for shipment to an of€& facility using the signatory requirements specified for 
property Samples which cannot be provided with an unreshicted release using process knowidge4iistory or 
standardcoIltaminationsurveytechniquesshallbeauthonzed for shipment fiom the Si using the 
methodology specified for waste, Le, second sipatwebeing provided by aRE authorized to pe-dormpaer 
review and approval for shipmea 

The approval for traa9fier/dripmeat d o n  of a Sample Release Evaluation (SRE) shan be revised as noted 
below fbr sampleswbichcarmotbeprovidewithanunresbrcted release. 

Additional Documentation: 

.- Number of lines px d o n  may be modified or additional pa%es aUached to ensure adequate d m  *on 
ofinfomationnecessarytoperfonndeaseevahration. 

Additionat pages or nttnchments to a release emhation shall have the evaluation number, Page - of,  
initialsofRadidOgrcal Engines signing approval for tmnsfkr/-& and date 



SURVERY LOG # :904-01-02-0051 

PI"#: N/A 
comments: POSTED RM.A./ ROSIMETERY REQUIERD 
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SURVERY LOG # 904-01-02-0052 

PRNlRJ3N#: NA 
comments: POSTED RM.A. / DOSIMETRY REQUIRED 
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SURVERY LOG # 1904-01 -02-0053 
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. IDate: 1/21/02 Titne: 11:oo 

'RN/REN#: NA 
:0mmentS: POSTED RM.A./ DOSlcMETRY REQUIRED. 
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Mfg LUDLUM Mfg NEEIectm Mfg 
Model 2929 Model DP-6 Mode 
serial# 95569 serial# 4339 sed#  
CalDue 4/14/02 CalDue 2/7/02 CalDue 

Eff 3 4 4 %  Eff 21.3 % Eff. 
MDA 18 MOA 13 dpma MOA 
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11/6/01 Time 14 00 
Mfg LUDLUM Mfg NEElectm Mfg 
Model 2929 Model DP-6 Model 
seral# 95569 seral# 4339 seral# 
CalDue 4/14/02 CalDue 2f7tO2 CalDue 51 
Bkg 713 wl 440 cpms RCT. 
Eff 3 6 4 %  .Eff 3 0 4 %  Eff NA % Print name w e  Smpx 
MOA 205dpm MDA 330-s MOA NA 

:T , , u",' 
PRN/REN # 010827-00904-01 
Comments: I z 

SURVEY RESULTS 

ALPHA - BETA 

IS\ \ 5 3-PRO-164-RSP-07.01 Page 1 of 2 


